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Executive Director 

Missouri Military Advocate 
P.O. Box 1157 

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 


Re: An Analysis of Department of Defense Contract Awards in Missouri 
Dear Mr. Driskill, 


KBS and Development Strategies are pleased to submit this study of the analysis of Department of Defense 
(DoD) contract awards in the state of Missouri. As you are well aware, we completed an economic impact analysis 
of ageregate DoD spending in the state, A Study of the Economic Impacts of Mihtary Spending and Operations in Missour., 
completed in January 2020 (“Impact Study”). This study documented that in FY 2018, statewide military spending 
of $18.2 billion supported more than 180,000 direct and indirect jobs with $29.2 billion in total direct and indirect 
economic output. Given the significant share of DoD contract awards to Missouri-based vendors (65 percent of 
total direct impacts in the state), the following analysis represents a “deeper dive” into these contract awards to 
understand spatial distribution within the state and provide more context to the industry sectors that are most 
impacted by this spending activity. 

When comparing the impacts from the Impact Study reflecting average annual contract awards from FY2016 to 
FY2018 to average annual contract awards from FY2017 to FY2019, there is a net zncrease in direct, indirect, and 
induced impacts of nearly $3 billion in economic output and more than 9,000 jobs. This increase in economic 
activity, in part, can be attributed to increased awards to The Boeing Company as well as McCarthy HITT for the 
development of the National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency headquarters and other construction contracts for 
major capital investment in the state. 


This report also provides an analysis of DoD contract awards supporting manufacturing production as well as the 
geospatial distribution of awards throughout the state. 


Respectfully submitted and approved on behalf of 
DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES 


. 1tLeS3. CA J 


C. Michael DuBois Brian Licari 
KBS Development Strategies 
Director Associate 
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INTRODUCTION 


In June 2019, the Missouri Department of Economic 
Development, through the Office of the Missouri Military 
Advocate, commissioned Kit Bond Strategies and 
Development Strategies to conduct the fourth economic 
impact study of military spending in Missouri. The 
subsequent report, A Study of the Economic Impacts of Mihtary 
Spending and Operations in Missouri, completed in January 
2020 (“Impact Study”), documented that in FY 2018, 
military spending of $18.2 billion supported more than 
180,000 direct and indirect jobs with $29.2 billion in total 
direct and indirect economic output. Department of 





Defense (DoD) contract awards to Missouri-based 
vendors ($11.8 billion) represented 65 percent of total 
direct impacts in the state (based on average annual 


contract awards from FY2016 to FY2018). 


Given the significant impact of DoD contract awards to 
the state’s military infrastructure and economy as a whole, 
the following analysis represents a “deeper dive” into Source: Next NGA West 
these contract awards to understand spatial distribution 
within the state and provide more context to the industry 
sectors that are most impacted by this spending activity. 
In FY2019, DoD awarded $14.4 billion in contract awards 
to Missouri-based vendors, which was slightly lower than 
FY2018 awards of $15.0 billion, but still significantly 
higher than the annual average awards from FY2015 to 
FY2019 of $11.5 billion, indicating sustained investment 
by the federal government in the state. 





The purpose of this analysis is to inform elected officials, mh Macc Kee 
civic leaders, advocates, and the broader statewide 
economic development community of the considerable 
contributions that DoD spending has on the statewide 
economy. This is a data-driven analysis that summarizes 
and contextualizes publically-available procurement data 
obtained from the Federal Procurement Data System— 
Next Generation (FPDS-NG) and USAspending.gov and 
is not a strategy (although it can be used to inform future 
economic development strategy). This analysis is also not 
intended to document federal procurement practices or 


Source: DefPost 





inform specific operations, such as employment trends or 
spending activity, of DoD vendors. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 


Based on data from USAspending.gov, in FY2019, the 
Department of Defense awarded $14.38 billion in prime 
contract awards to Missouri-based vendors. Though 
slightly lower than total contract awards in FY2018 of 
$14.96 billion, the FY2019 awards shifted the three-year 
annual average up from $11.86 billion (FY2016 to 
FY2018) to $13.01 billion (FY2017 to FY2019); therefore, 
there are incrementally more robust economic impacts in 
the state based on this increasing tally of awards. Based 
on the annual average of $13.01 billion in total prime 
contract awards, this resulted in average annual impacts of 
$21.28 billion in total economic output, of which, $6.08 
billion was labor income supporting 83,100 jobs in the 
state (direct, indirect, and induced impacts). 


The USAspending.gov database of federal procurement 
activity includes a wide range of fields for each 
procurement action, including contract award, vendor, 
vendor location, and industry sector. Of contracts 
awarded from FY2017 to FY2019, approximately 73 
percent, on average, were awarded to The Boeing 
Company and 79 percent to support manufacturing 
production across the state. Based on IMPLAN 
modeling, Department of Defense contract awards to 
manufacturers supported 21,000 direct jobs annually in 
the state and an additional 30,000 jobs through multiplier 
impacts. While comprehensive sub-contracting data is 
not available, as per Boeing’s State and Local 
Government Affairs Department, in 2020, Boeing made 
$823 million in purchases to 461 different Missouri-based 
vendors, further demonstrating the ripple effects from 
DoD contract awards on the statewide economy. 


This report also includes several maps aggregating average 
annual contract awards by various geographic study areas, 
including zip code, county, State Senate District, State 
House District, and U.S. Congressional District. Given 
the presence of many of the top DoD vendors in the St. 
Louis region, including Boeing, Express Scripts, World 
Wide Technology, and Alliant Techsystems, the St. Louis 
region captured, on average, 90 percent of total statewide 


awards annually from FY2017 to FY2019. 
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DoD Impacts in the State of Missouri 


$14.38 billion 
Contract awards in FY2079 


$11.86 billion 


Average annual contract awards 
(FY2016-FY20/8) 


$13.01 billion 


Average annual contract awards in 
(FY2017-FY2079) 


83,100 


Average annual direct/indirect jobs 
supported from contract awards 
(FY 2017-Fy 20719) 


73% 


Boeing’s average annual share of 
contract awards (FY2017-FY2079) 


79% 


Average annual share contract awards 
supporting manufacturing firms 
CAIZO Fico) 


21,000 


Average annual direct manufacturing 
Jobs supported from contract awards 
(AV 207 tea) 2019) 


90% 


Share of average annual contract 
awards in St. Louls MSA (FY20O77 to 
FY20719) 


DEFENSE CONTRACT AWARD IMPACTS 


In FY2019, the Department of Defense awarded $14.38 This net increase of $1.1 billion in contract awards results in 
billion in contract awards to Missouri-based vendors. This an overall net increase in economic impacts of nearly $3.0 

was slightly lower than total awards in FY2018 of $14.96 billion in total economic output, $530 million in labor income, 
billion, but still considerably higher than the previous three $930 million in value added, and 9,100 jobs. The economic 
years ($7.30 to $10.92 billion). When taking a three-year impacts from the two time periods are presented in the table 
annual average in contract awards, the overall average from below. 


FY2017 to FY2019 of $13.0 billion was $1.1 billion higher 
than the overall annual average from FY2016 to FY2018 of 
$11.9 billion. 


Total Annual Department of Defense Contract 


Awards to Missouri-Based Vendors, in billions 
FY2015 to FY2019 


Semte $15.0B avg. FY17-FY19 





SILOR avo, FYIG-FY ic 





a \AGils mieZOlG rely FY2018 EeZolg 


Average Annual Economic Impacts of DoD Contract Awards 


Total Direct Direct + Indirect + Induced 


Impacts Output Labor Income Value Added Employment 





FY 2016-2018 $11.86B $18.29B OS $7.88B 74,000 
FY 2017-2019 $13.01B Bakes $6.08B $8.81B 85, 100 
Net Change $1.15B $2.99B $0.53B $0.93B 9,100 
IMPLAN 
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DEFENSE CONTRACT AWARDS BY VENDOR 


From FY2015 to FY2019, The Boeing Company (“Boeing’’) 
has captured an average of 72 percent of total DoD contract 
awards to Missouri-based vendors. Fluctuations of total 
contract awards in the state are generally linked with awards 
to Boeing. From FY2016 to FY2018, annual contract awards 
to other vendors in the state ranged from $2.6 to $3.3 billion 
and averaged $2.9 billion annually, whereas during this time 
period, awards to Boeing ranged from $4.7 billion to $11.7 
billion, averaging $7.8 billion annually. In FY2019, total 
awards to Boeing declined to $10.1 billion, but awards to 
other vendors were the highest in this five-year period at $4.3 
billion. This can be attributed to recent awards to support 
capital construction, most notably the $408 million award to 
McCarthy HITT to support development of the National 
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency (NGA) in St. Louis. Other 
sionificant FY2019 contract awards above the annual average 
from FY2015 to FY2018 also support major capital 
investment, including $290 million to Korte Construction and 
$284 million to J.E. Dunn Construction Group.’ 


The table on the following page shows the top 20 contract 
awards by vendor by average annual awards from FY2017 to 
FY2019. 


DEFENSE CONTRACT AWARDS BY SECTOR 


DoD contract awards in Missouri impact a wide range of 
sectors. From FY2017 to FY2019, DoD awarded contracts 
representing 612 unique sub-sectors based on six-digit NAICS 
codes. Based on two-digit NAICS codes, nearly 79 percent of 
contract awards, or $10.2 billion, were in manufacturing 
sectors (two-digit NAICS 31-33). In 2019, total 
manufacturing GDP in the state was $39.9 billion (BEA), 
indicating that DoD contract awards represented 25.5 percent of all 
manufacturing production in the state. Other major sectors 
impacted by DoD investment include Construction (NAICS 
23) with $862 million, Finance and Insurance (NAICS 52) 
with $644 million, Professional, Scientific, and Technical 
Services (NAICS 54), with $633 million, and Educational 
Services (NAICS 61) with $190 million. 


The table on the page 6 shows the distribution of awards by 
sector from FY2017 to FY2019. 
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Total Annual Department of Defense 
Contract Awards, in billions 
Share of The Boeing Company Awards 
FY2015 to FY2019 


$3.3 
$4.3 
$3.0 
$2.8 
m ” “ 


FY2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 





Other Vendor Awards # The Boeing Company 


Prof. Services Other 
(54) 


Finance & 
Insurance 
(92) 








Construction 


(23) 6.6% 


Mrelaleircreraelalare 


(51-55) 
78.9% 


Department of Defense Contract Awards by Vendor 
FY2017 to FY2019, in millions 














3-Year Share of 
Vendor amy 0740) V Aue ob 07400 t-te ob 074 0) bo) I Ke)#-]| 
PANV(=) ¢-1e [=] 
Awards 
() SOEING 1 The Boeing Company $ 6,829.3 $11,659.2 $10,065.7 $9,518.1 72.38% 
@ 2 EXPRESS SCRIPTS" 2 Express Scripts, Inc. 640.3 661.5 637.7 646.5 4.92% 
aT 
We, 
fe Worl Wide Technology 3. World Wide Technology, Inc. 385.6 399.2 454.9 A13.2 3.14% 
Alliant Techsystems 
A& K> ae ena ata 319.3 286.1 319.0 308.1 2.34% 
N) 
-/ DRS Technologies 5 DRS Sustainment Systems, Inc. 151.1 205.4 463.6 273.4 2.08% 
A Finmeccanica Company 
JE DUNN Gone eee coe tOn 74.6 141.6 284.1 166.8 1.27% 
=—— le Company ; a a 4 A (@) 
7 McCarthy HITT 0.3 9.4 409.0 139.6 1.06% 
MECARTHY. BHT 
KORTE 8 The Korte Company 2.5 84.4 290.5 125.8 0.96% 
Clark McCarthy Healthcare 
CLARK MCCARTHY 9 BD areneye 78.5 236.4 41.7 118.9 0.90% 
~% 10 Burns & Mc Donnell Inc. 41.0 75.9 100.1 72.35 0.55% 
BURNS A MCDONNELL. 
Spectrum Healthcare 
SPECTRUM 11 Recor cene. 75.4 73.9 54.2 67.8 0.52% 
Enersys 12 Enersys Energy Products Inc. 50.2 58.9 52.8 54.0 0.41% 
Osos —_— 13. Accent Controls, Inc. 34.4 A1.3 36.2 37.3 0.28% 
Medvolt Construction Services, 
+ Medvolt 14 LLC - - 35.3 55:5 0.27% 
Wtisour Department of 15 Social Services Missouri Dept. 43.4 33.8 28.4 35:2 0.27% 
SOCIAL SERVICES 
Gy) score 16 ld Bros. Construction 7 Ga 339 0.26% 
Olgoonik~§, Olgoonik Diversified Services 
iversifi 7 A235 22.2 20.4 28.4 0.22% 
owes ite : 
. 18 Us Foods, Inc. 27.6 29.3 28.2 28.4 0.22% 
Seiler Instrument And 
Ces ILER TO ea ae etn ere EESEIC iss 28.1 27.4 0.21% 
20 Unitech Consulting, LLC 26.1 2 2 SS. 27.0 0.21% 
All Other Vendors 828.6 908.6 965.0 992.7 7.55% 
Source: USAspending.gov Total Awards $9,689.4 $14,963.7 $14,382.7 $13,011.9 100% 
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Department of Defense Contract Awards by Sector 


FY2O17 to FY2019, 
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NAICS Industry Sector 
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31-33 Manufacturing 


Construction 


Finance and Insurance 


Professional, Scientific, and 
Technical Services 


Educational Services 


Health Care and Social 
Assistance 


Transportation and 
Warehousing 


Admin. Support and Waste 
Management Services 


Accommodation and Food 
Services 


Utilities 


No NAICS 


Wholesale Trade 


Other Services (except 
Public Administration) 


Information 


Arts, Entertainment, and 
Recreation 


Mining, Quarrying, and Oil 
and Gas Extraction 


Real Estate and Rental and 
Leasing 


Public Administration 


Retail Trade 


Agriculture, Forestry, 
Fishing and Hunting 


Total Awards 
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FY2017 


> 7,652 51 
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632.98 
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O13 
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644.74 
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30:92 
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14.19 
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0.28 


$13,011.9 


Jats] a= 





78.87% 


6.63% 


4.95% 


4.87% 


1.46% 


0.67% 


0.66% 


0.43% 


0.33% 


0.27% 


0.24% 


0.23% 


0.14% 


0.11% 


0.06% 


0.02% 


0.02% 


0.02% 


0.02% 


<0.01% 


100% 


MANUFACTURING CONTRACT AWARD SUMMARY 


Given the sizable share of contract awards supporting 
manufacturing production, the following analysis provides a 
more detailed look at the $10.26 billion in average annual 
awards for manufacturers across the state. Contract awards 
for manufacturing production generated $15.66 billion in 
average annual total economic output, of which, $4.25 billion 
was labor income supporting 51,000 jobs across the state. Of 
these 51,000 jobs, more than 21,000 jobs were direct jobs at 
manufacturing companies throughout the state, representing 
more than 7.0 percent of statewide manufacturing 
employment (290,800 manufacturing jobs in Missouri in 2019, 


Bureau of Economic Analysis). The share of manufacturing 
employment supported by DoD contract awards are actually 
higher since thousands of additional jobs are supported 
through multiplier impacts (indirect business-to-business 


spending). 


Based on 3-digit NAICS codes, Transportation Equipment 
Manufacturing (336) and Fabricated Metal Product 
Manufacturing (332) captured nearly 89 percent of 
manufacturing contract awards, most of which can be 
attributed to Boeing. 


DoD Contract Awards to Missouri-based 


Manufacturers, in billions 
NAICS 31-33 
FY2015 to FY2019 


SOUS 


$9.69 


S750 





EYZOI15 E206 


=Total Manufacturing Awards 





EY 2017 


$14.96 $14.38 





ErzZole 


Er ZO12 


Total Contract Awards 


Average Annual Economic Impacts of DoD Contract Awards, FY2017-FY2019 


Direct + Indirect + Induced 


Total 
ree Output recess pane Employment 
Total Impacts from Contract Awards $13.01B SZiZeb $6.08B $8.81B 83,100 
Manufacturing Sector (31-33) $10.26B $15.66B $4.25B $5.92B 51,000 
Share of Impacts 79% 74% 70% 67% 61% 


IMPLAN 
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Manufacturing Contract Award Summary (3-Digit NAICS) 
FY2017 to FY2019, in millions 


— 3 = 





KT» (=¥-] 6 


MPelalent-leanel alate mo{-Xeane)g |e 0740) V Aue ob 074 OX [ FY2019 
PNV(=) & Te [=) 


Transportation Equipment 


336 Manufacturing 


POV 6lh2 eh 6,975.9 $)7,596,5 b'7,551 71.44% 


agg | SINCE Me! MESHING aos  4/SIBAG GIES. 17 25e% 
Manufacturing 


Computer and Electronic 


0) 
334 Specter MemiuRactuanc) 621.2 694.1 1,031.3 782.2 7.62% 
333 Machinery Manufacturing 131.6 117.1 415.1 2215 2.16% 
Electrical Equipment, 
335 Appliance, and Component 63.6 77.7 86.2 75.8 0.74% 
Manufacturing 
311 Food Manufacturing 28.9 S56 4:5 $2.5 0.52% 


Miscellaneous 6 
339 Viemuiaciuaae 24.4 22.8 25.7 23.6 0.25% 


325 Chemical Manufacturing 10.8 8.9 11.8 10:5 0.10% 


314 Textile Product Mills 4.5 5.0 1.4 3.6 0.04% 





Petroleum and Coal 


— Products Manufacturing 2.0 4.5 4.3 3.6 0.03% 





Furniture and Related a 
557 rad uiele MMIC UAE 2.2 5.0 Oa 5 5.2 0.03% 


Plastics and Rubber 5 
i Products Manufacturing 1.8 MW 2.0 1.6 0.02% 


Nonmetallic Mineral Product 


S27 vantiocrining 1.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.01% 


315 Apparel Manufacturing 0.6 1.1 0.7 0.8 0.01% 


32; Wood Product 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.8 0.01% 
Manufacturing 


313 Textile Mills 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.3 <0.01% 

322 Paper Manufacturing 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.2 <O0.01% 
Primary Metal 

331 Mannrectanng 0.5 (0.4) 0.6 0.2 <0.01% 

CAV taiae eialchl oehee O1 0.4 (0.1) O01 <0.01% 


Product Manufacturing 


Leather and Allied Product . 
316 Ventice mine 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 <0.01% 


Printing and Related 


228 Support Activities 


<O.1 <0O.1 <0. <O.1 <0.01% 


Source: USAspending.gov Total $ 7,652.3 $12,407.4 $10,727.7 $10,262.5 
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DEFENSE CONTRACT MAPPING ANALYSIS 


The following analysis provides a geospatial context to DoD 
contract awards in the state of Missouri. The source of the 
contract award data, Federal Procurement Data System-Next 
Generation (FDPS-NG) and USAspending.gov, includes 
information on award amount, industry sector, and vendor, 
including name, city, state, and zip code. To support this 
analysis, contract awards by zip code were mapped and then 
“assigned” to various geographic boundaries, including 
county, State House District, State Senate District, and United 
States Congressional District. Since zip code boundaries do 
not conform to these geographic boundaries, the center point 
(or centroid) for each zip code was linked to each geographic 
area. Since the contract award databases do not provide 
specific addresses (points), there may be instances in which a 
specific work location is incorrectly assigned to a particular 
district, especially in the St. Louis or Kansas City region. At 
the same time, we are confident that our methodology 
ensured that double counting did not take place. 


Zip Code: Of the 1,013 zip codes in the state, from FY2017 
to FY2019, 360 had DoD contract activity. In some 
instances, there may be a negative contract award tally, which 
are likely adjustments from contracts awarded in previous 
years. Given the presence of Boeing, zip code 63134 (St. 
Louis County) captured the majority of statewide contract 
awards ($9.5 billion, of 73 percent of average annual contract 
awards from FY2017 to FY2019) followed by zip codes 
63121 and 63043 (St. Louis County). The following map 
shows average annual contract award activity from FY2017 to 


FY2019 and the top 15 zip codes. 


County: Of the 114 counties in the state, from FY2017 to 
FY2019, there was contract award activity in 89 counties, of 
which, $11.4 billion, or just under 88 percent of the awards 
were to vendors located in St. Louis County. The St. Louis 
and Kansas City regions captured the vast majority of 
statewide awards with 90 percent and 7 percent, respectively. 
The following map lists the annual average contract awards 
for the top 60 counties. For a complete list of contract 
awards by county from FY2015 to FY2019, see Appendix 
with tables sorted by total average annual contract awards and 
by name. 
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State House District: Of the 163 districts, from FY2017 to 
FY2019, 144 had contract activity. Again, given the presence 
of Boeing, State House District 73 captured that highest 
proportion of total contract awards in the state with an annual 
average of $9.5 billion. The following map lists the top 60 
districts by order of average annual contract awards. The 
Appendix includes a full list of contract award activity sorted 
by district number. 


State Senate District: From FY2017 to FY2019, all 34 
districts had contract award activity. District 14 captured 
more than 80 percent of average annual contract awards 
statewide, or just under $10.5 billion annually. 


U.S. Congressional District: All eight districts had contract 
award activity with the First District capturing 85 percent of 
average annual contract awards statewide. 


Average Annual DoD Contract Awards 
by Zip Code 
FY2017 to FY2019 


St Louis Region 
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63134 St. Louis $ 9,492.9 73.0% 





] 
2 63121 St. Louis 919.1 71% 
g 63043 St. Louis S743 2.9% 
4 64056 Jackson 309.9 2.4% 
5 63124 St. Louis 258.5 2.0% 
6 64106 Jackson 169.4 1.3% 
7. 63110 St. Louis City 132.9 1.0% 
8 64114 Jackson 102.3 0.8% 
9 63141 St. Louis 76.1 0.6% 
10 64116 Clay 69.3 0.5% 
1] 64093 Johnson 63.5 0.5% 
12 63146 St. Louis 59.3 0.5% 
13 63368 St. Charles 48.2 0.4% 
14 63042 St. Louis 46.5 0.4% 
15 64102 Jackson SoS 0.3% 
Other Zip Codes $850.2 6.5% 
Total $13,011.9 100.0% 
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Average Annual DoD Contract Awards by County 
FY2017 to FY2019 
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New 
Madrid 


yNalaler-]MmeColalae-leas 
Awards 
(@lamaatiiixelars>) 


yWalaler-|Mm@Xe)alag-leas 
NE) ge ks 
(@lamaatiiicelars>) 


Rank County 


Rank County 


Rank County 





] St Louis $ 11,421.94 21 Texas $ 8.01 41 Howell $ 0.92 
Z Jackson 779.79 22 Ripley 7.47 42 Miller 0.85 
3 St Louis City 181.06 235 Phelps 6.50 43 Monroe 0.63 
4 Clay 94.96 24 Boone 6.46 44 Stone 0.56 
5 St Charles 87.80 25 Stoddard 6.50 45 Montgomery 0.54 
6 Johnson 63.94 26 Scott 5.82 46 Polk 0.53 
7 Pulaski 40.97 27 Franklin 4.15 47 Cooper 0.52 
8 Cole 3773 28 Linn 3.40 48 Marion 0.49 
9 Platte 34.79 29 Nodaway 3.25 49 St Francois 0.49 
10. ~+Butler 28.92 30 Lafayette 1.79 50 Barry 0.41 
11 Dent 28.53 31 + Pettis 1.74 51 Wayne 0.40 
12 Jasper ZSAZ 32 Pike 1.71 52 Moniteau 0.37 
13 Jefferson 22.57 33. Christian 1.44 53 Cedar 0.36 
14 Webster 18.71 34 Adair 1.44 54 Morgan 0.36 
15 Greene 13.19 35 Vernon 1.25 55 Crawford 0.32 
16 Laclede Ow 7: 36 Washington 123 56 Benton 0.30 
17. ~+Cass 10.59 37 Cape Girardeau 1.19 57 Callaway 0.25 
18 Ste Genevieve 10.20 38 Warren 1.14 58 Henry 0.25 
19 Perry 9.96 39 Carter 1.14 59 Hickory 0.20 
20 Buchanan 9.29 40 Newton 1.09 60 Carroll 0.17 
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Average Annual DoD Contract Awards 


by State Senate District 
FYZO17 to FYZO019 


St Louis Region 








$10M - $25M 
$25M - $100M 
$100M - $500M 
$500M - $1B 
Above $1B 


Kansas City Region 


Annual Contract Awards 


ailll State Senate District Annual Contract Awards 
(Camaaliiixeyas>) (Gamaaliiixeyars>) 


State Senate District 





] District 14 10,464.47 18 District 33 $ 35.18 
2 District 24 804.04 19 District 32 ELS) SIE: 
o District 7 402.26 20 District 22 22.51 
4 District 11 525-97 21 District 27 17.38 
S District 4 150.05 22 District 23 17.19 
6 District 17 90.09 25 District 28 13.92 
7 District 16 76.77 24 District 3 12.24 
8 District 2 70.61 25 District 31 12525 
9 District 21 65.95 26 District 20 12.07 
10 District 26 49.79 27). District 13 10.54 
1] District 1 48.15 28 District 12 8.21 
12 District 9 45.73 Zo District 18 7.47 
13 District 34 44.09 30 District 19 7.55 
14 District 15 40.28 $1 District 8 5.84 
15 District 5 39.84 32 District 10 2/5 
16 District 6 59:51 33 District 30 ZG 
7 District 25 56.55 34 District 29 1.20 
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Average Annual DoD Contract Awards 


by State House District 
FY2017 to FY2019 


St Louis Region 



















| | 

|| $IM-$10M 
__ $10M - $100M 
TD) sio0m - $500m 
WN ssoom - siB 
BR Above siB 







IS 


ey 
Pe 
aaa 






peo 


Kansas City Region 





State House Annual Contract Grate Houce Annual Contract Geate Louse Annual Contract 
Sli District evotds Ali District gawtlice District Ba cs 
(GTamaatiiielars>) (@lamaalilicelar> (GTamaatiiicelars>) 
] District 73 $ 9,539.44 21 ~+District 110 $ 24.51 Al District 78 $ 9.99 
Z District 85 919.10 22 District 26 24.41 42 District 145 9.96 
3 District 71 447.09 23 District 72 22.89 43 District 111] 9.92 
4 _ District 88 $34.59 24 District 83 21.91 44 District 96 8.84 
S District 20 309.93 25 District 92 20.19 45 District 121 8.36 
6 District 24 242.48 26 District 36 18.85 46 _— District 151 6.50 
7 District 77 133.85 27 ~ District 141 18.74 47 District 13 6.39 
8 District 25 109.92 28 District 15 18.61 48 District 11 6.34 
9 District 18 71.42 29 District 64 18.04 49 _—sCOD istrict 148 5.82 
10 _~—~CDistrict 54 63.72 30 District 142 17.80 50 District 91 5.63 
11 District 102 49.14 31 District 23 16.26 5] District 136 5.00 
12. ~=District 153 37.54 $2 District 65 12.81 52 District 29 4.85 
13 ~~ District 60 5/55 55 District.97 12.28 53 District 38 4.82 
14 ~—District 56 $1.29 34 _ District 95 12.09 54 District 22 4.78 
15 ~~ District 90 50.30 35 District 89 11.69 55 District 131 4.54 
16 ~—«~CDistrict 79 29.10 36 District 123 10.80 56 __— District 87 4.5] 
17 ~—«~CDistrict 122 28.70 37 District 66 10.47 57 District 19 4.43 
18 ~=District 143 28.53 38 District 116 10.45 58 District 108 4.16 
19 ~—— District 14 28.14 39 District 101 10.20 59 _ District 109 4.07 
20 __— District 162 26.76 4O District 55 10.16 60 _— District 86 4.02 
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Average Annual DoD Contract Awards 


by Congressional District 
rYZ017 TO FYZO19 





Congressional District 





] District 1 
Z District 2 
3 District 5 
4 District 6 
5 District 4 
6 District 8 
7 District 3 
8 District 7 
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Annual Contract Award 
(Glamaatilixelats>) 


$ 11,079.04 


588.83 


560.18 


37212 


157.44 


118.32 


90.16 


45.85 


<$100M 

$100M - $250M 
$250M - $500M 
$500M - $1B 
$1B - $10B 
Above $10B 


Share of Awards 


85.1% 


4.5% 


4.3% 


2.9% 


1.2% 


0.9% 


0.7% 


0.4% 
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APPENDIX 
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CONTRACT AWARDS BY GEOGRAPHIC STUDY AREA 
AWARDS BY COUNTY 


Department of Defense Contract Awards in Missouri, FY2015 to FY2019 by County 
Sorted by three-year average 


FY2017-FY2019 
County FY2015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 Average 
StLouis Ss $_:«6 067,241,559 $ 9,603,485,012 | —8,355,418,626 $  13,467,840,830 $  12,442,556,858 | $ _11,421,938,771__ 
Jackson 605,197,275 698,285,112 637,461,942 759,549,902 942,367,414 | $ 779,793,086 


tA A 
yee 


Clay —-  $ — 72,111 038 $ “56, 219, 841 $ 125, 206, 073 | 83, 551 284 $ 76,132 820|/$ 94: 963, O92. 
StCharles = $_~—— 78,113,700 $ 9 zl 108 $____88 85216 SS 95 081.982 . $ 79 ATO08T LS 87, 804. 607 — 
Johnson $ 34, 53], 745 §¢ 


Lc 64,779,511 $ 35,092,922 36,298,933 "36,250,076 31,831,423 | "34,793,478 | 
Butler 12,311,507 13,819,004 28,078,617 26,387,399 32,299,045 28,921,687 


Jasper oe “12, 623 y2o| - 15, 125 873 15, 086, 587 | 90, 173 506 mo 914, 740 | 7 28, 391 544° 
Jefferson 6, 493, 209 25, 323, 73 19, 587, Rye 18, 196, 127 34, 936, 508 22, 573, 543 


“98, 719, 663 7 2 610, O00. 7 10, 586 831 _ 
100,487 10,543,841 10,202,460 


(3,753,654 $ 2,163,114 “2,130,116 "6,657,249 "19,088,845 9,292,070 
ae 3a00 3a) a as aoe oasavos _ oa 15,042,501 §. ee ted 


“1,083,967 _ 5,941,243 6,495,823 
1,550,956 5,818,542 


1,434, 575 


iL 458, 151 


_isy 078,489 _ 


5,209,090 


oF 677, $24 


3,048,073 | $ 


Lafayette. 


Pettis 


_ 4,101,404 | 


7 fl 225, ,648 © 


Washington 


Cape Girardeau | 


Warren — Ss ee 


Carter 


Howell _ 


Miller 


1,774,889 


866,232 


a 483. 487 _ 


. “658, 007 


7 1, 642, 569 ~ 


1,707,879 


337, oS | 


~ 470,915 | 


4, 584, 553 


1,089,502 


288,557 _ 
1,083,243 


“586, 427 


147,650 © 


ah 304 127 © 
1,275,606 


736, ols 


1,882,997 


~ (60,689) 
1,467,226 


2,653,918 


1,385,847 
443,252 


2,652,627 - 


“543,381 


713,717 — 


1,771,242 


“1,012,326 | 


iF 412, 121 
2, 392, 755 


~ 612,759 | 


. “g98 474 | 


562,970 


$ 
$ 
”  acenad 
15,406,934 | $ 
$ 
$ 
$ 


3,396,796 
3,253,207 


1,785,267 _ 


1,740,089 


“1,443,017 


~ 1,440,570 


i, 193, 745 


- 1, 140 si 
1,137,679 


7 “O15, 527 - 
850,764 


= 585, 058 _ - “554, 515 | 
13,798,157 1,226,852 


me 679, score: ; 498, 748 209; 556 1,086,470 | — 485, 006 
550,358 1,110,409 $76,089 415,970 413,287 


“137,395 _ 100,033 “926,136 “155,790 - “371,857. 
229, 538 _ 298,497 361,618 419,697 364,146 


— 402,768 304 ee 357,772 
423,592 466,814 316,872 


Benton $ 231,322 §$ 208,116 $16,617 $90,433 188,406 | $ 298,485 


fA 
A 
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Department of Defense Contract Awards in Missouri, FY2015 to FY2019 by County (cont.) 
Sorted by three-year average 

FY2017-FY 2019 
Count FY2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY2018 FY 2019 Average 
Callaway $ 12,851,687 1,740,588 §$ 582,906 $ 159,564 §$ 22,5309 | $ 254,926 


fA 


Carroll $ 52,272 $ : $ 401,781 $ 123,864 


Taney $ 53,308 $ 247,145 $ 138,035 $ 263,050 


nn: a 98,327 | $ 141,921 


6 OI OND a ha crs SORE 2121-71 Se 
Camden OS 1,983 $ M4199 $0 97640 NO S,095 8 132,316) $0 131,016 _ 


Clinton” $ (20,395) $ : $ : 


-Donalc¢ ARTY AMON) 2) 2 Ae ON, Ac 
$ $ $ 


dwell _ Se at a td a 
ORCC eevee Oca aennptioaee Ae Deis Parse ssrasstaae Ol ut 
Dunklin $ $ 


Mad co a is WPA OOS ERENT a PANETT NENT OUTER Ee AE TMT DNS WOES UTE WERE STIE MERON TENT SOT Eth: 3 SUMMNNCI Na TaET ESSE pre eee DARCT ONG: Sx ON EEN TONICER AT EEC IET EON Mtn hts eT OTN eee Coe 
Gasconade 


Ray Ph oe ee 10,000 2 z zs : 
Pemiscot _ Ss a ee = : = : zi 
Osage sean ee oe : : = : : 
Dallas $ 7,200 §$ - - - - - 


Harrison SO 
Daviess _ 


$ 
$ 
$ 


Bollinger $9,740 
Sullivan (10,500) 


Shannon ss $ a : : z 2 2 
Atchison : ea eee ON as shes at Pes seeped zee een Fan I esse eerste ctu’ ee | Cae eee Eas: 
Scotland S$ a: : 2 : z = 
Holt Ss a: : : = : : 
Knox Ss ae. com zi : = 
Schuyler $ - $ - - - - - 


$ (5,090) 
TOTAL $7,300,013,552 


A | 


10,922,118,994 9,689,420,267 14,382,688,751 | $ 13,011,932,415 
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Department of Defense Contract Awards in Missouri, FY2015 to FY2019 by County 


Sorted by county name 


County 


FY2015 


FY2016 


FY2017 


FY2018 


FY2019 


FY2017-FY2019 


Average 





fA 


1,150,578 


1,056,414 


fA 


1,083,243 


fA 


1,467,226 


fA 


1,771,242 


fA 


1,440,570 


Audrain 
Barry 


Barton 


376,089 _ 


MN8,623 


100,693 


415,970 | 


_ 3,552,836 | 


3,753,654 


3,745,031 | 
2,163,114 


___$,682,074 | 


2,130,116 


6,657,249 


5,569,618 _ 


11,172,256 | 


19,088,845 


___ 6,807,982 _ 


9,292,070 


_ 12,311,507 _ 


12,851,687 _ 


__13,819,004 | 


__1,740,588 _ 


___ 28,078,617 


4,289 


__ 582,906 


___ 26,387,599 | 


159,564 | 


___ 28,921,687 


1430, 
294,926 


147,650 


28,719,663 _ 


2,610,500 _ 


2,652,627 


612,759 


— 430,331 


1,137,679 


10,586,831 - 


Christian 


184,224 
(60,689) 


124,447 


4,101,404 


ae HOBO. 
1,443,017 


Cooper ———™ 


Crawford > 


Dade_ 


Dallas 


Franklin _ 


Gasconade 


Greene 


___649,2350 


16,571 
11,350,598 


___158,817 


9,438,982 


8,968 | 


302,974 _ 
130,681 


___ 160,734 | 


389,183 


249,410 _ 
203,788 


Jefferson 


Johnson 


6,493,259 | 
34,531,745 


25,323,173 | 


30,180,673 


19,587,393 | 


55,740,515 


74,340,034 


13,196,127 _ 


__ $4,936,508 | 


61,732,835 


__ 22,573,343 | 


63,937,795 


Laclede 
Lafayette 


9,412,444 
2,483,487 


__ 12,383,796 


1,642,569 


__ 8,980,491 


4,584,553 


12,025,440 _ 


736,313 


10,772,736 | 


_1,785,267 


fA 
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167,045 


Department of Defense Contract Awards in Missouri, FY2015 to FY2019 by County (cont.) 
Sorted by county name 


County 


FY2015 


FY2016 


FY2017 


FY2018 


FY2019 


FY2017-FY2019 


Average 





Lincoln 


184,418 


fA 


139,147 


fA 


180,825 


fA 


111,241 


Madison 


Marion 


2,251,688 


_ G,090) 


_ G,750) | 
627,146 _ 


__. 1,250) 
494,818 


0,580) _ 


713,717 


Monroe _ 


Montgomery 


415,18 


994,331 — 


339,926 


722.241 


24,892 — 


___ 900,655 


391,251 


366,124 


652,156 


402,768 


790,005 


730,476 


__ 426,052 | 


304,424 


634,422 
935,769 _ 
357,772 


__ 0,728 _ 


__ 16,763,057 _ 


_ £23,800) 


Pulaski 
Putnam 


_ $3,667,536 _ 
3,243 


___ $2,878,212 


__ 12,000 _ 


37,944,239 | 
S47 | 


__ 40,967,928 | 
_.90,052 
60,571 


1,939,417 _ 


62,111 


171,844 


1,550,956 


St Clair 


StFrancois 


_ 18,406,934 5,818,542 
79,470,067 87,804,607 


__18,467,840,830 


St Louis | 


St Louis City 


Ste Genevieve 


_6,067,241,559 


13,532 


172,313,818 © 


_9,605,485,012 


__- 134,042,160 | 


__ 8,555,418,626 _ 
59,984,569 _ 


100,487 


10,543,841 


130,302,748 


12,442,556,858 


352,904,518 | 


19,963,051 


_M,421,938,771 


__ 181,063,878 _ 


10,202,460 


2,324,683 


247,145 | 


138,035 _ 


_ 2,813,879 


263,050 _ 


8,178,275 


111,502 | 


13,042,311 


170,862 
8,011,488 


Vernon 


Warren | 


1,443,266 


235,730 _ 


1,133,463 


267,944 


759,145 


586,427 


474,310 


443,252 _ 


2,653,918 


_ 2,940,803 


2,392,755 | 


1,012,326 


__1,250,085_ 
1,140,811 
1,225,648 





7,500,013,552 


10,922,118,994 


9,689,420,267 
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14,963,688,228 


14,382,688,751 


1$,011,932,415 


MISSOURI HOUSE DISTRICT 


Department of Defense Contract Awards by Missouri House District, FY2015 to FY2019 
Sorted by House District 
Missouri 
House 
District 


FY2017-FY2019 
FYZ015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 Average 
$50,035 988,932 1,458,151 Dj205,598 3,048,073 Sy250,207 


State 





fA 
fA 
fA 
fA 
fA 


oO... 
339,183 


1,479,226 
119,953 


__ 1,882,589 | 
229,372 | 


SM 0) on ee ce 
228,169 M2 


1,462,541 728,358 | 


1,676,522 __ 10,863,910 | 
oo 172,077) co 019,422 | 

1,933,489 _ 9,449,742 | 
28,617,089 25,/71,404 


5,964,875 _ 6,387,247 


$49,992 $1,529,922 3 4,278,774 3 4,445,222 | 4,969,726 | $4,431,240 357 
306,577,305 $ 410,625,765 $ 319,760,836 $ 288,506,674 _ 321,715,318 | 9 309,927,616 3 
7,403,800 $ 3,054,875 __ 3,914,337 _ 1,751,698 1,334,157 | $2,200,064 7 


4,770,169 | 


(3,944) | 703,167 


470,819 


oo, 1,023,172 
___ 12,146,038 _ 


_...... 13,199,008 | 
130,231 | 


18,852,918 25 


2,415,400 


1,806,385 


ww 
ww 


__ 4721,222- 1,780,632 _ 1,176,603 _ 1,857,259 _ _ 32232100: * W755,344. 3 
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Department of Defense Contract Awards by Missouri House District, F¥Y2015 to FY2019 (cont.) 
Sorted by House District 
Missouri 
House 
District 


FY2017-FY2019 
FY2015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 Average 
2,483,487 1,642,569 4,584,553 PSO;ON5 1,785,267 


FY2019 





On 
WN 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
WN 
- 
© 
WN 
K 
rz 


34,078,754 _ 


650,617, 


30,759,260 _ 


29,930,547 _ 


___ 19,059,187 _ 


46,271 


99,414,331 _ 
21,639,989 
23,280,303 _ 


43,186,875 _ 


74,192,138 _ 


2,473,983 


61,558,456 | 


378,792 


____ 27,416,829 | 


63,721,649 
sigue MOOT NN a 
$1,294,669 


353,707, 


419,200 | 


510,976 _ 


7,428,153 2,557,839 |. 1,277,369 7 


___ 22,049,685 $ 32,753,194 $ 19,226,955 $ 16,118,244 _ 18,037,626 2 
8,768,930 13,010,884 17,960,829 13,099,938 12,808,914 


_ 396,955,464 
110,527,268 _ 


4,675,519,221 


_ 481,670,017 
36,991,489 


7,913,911,421 


573,998 


_ 415,502,066 
8,370,452 _ 
6,848,096,301 


642,032 


434,091,917 
28,520,179 
11,678,536,098 


671,135 | 
491,677,802 | 
$1,789,348 

10,091,672,752 


629,095 93 
447,090,999 So 
$22,893,326 
9,539,435,050 1 


AA ww 


8902 $ 


$ $ $ 
121,790 979,614 $ $ 524,816 | $ 
$ $ $ 

$ $ $ 


6,995 — 3,995) .$.- - Tos62. — <1 


4,759,070 _ 7,160,895 _ (192,649) - 5,084,734 


161,500,584 _ 


7,340,771 


_.. 6,009,190 
__ 192,737,047 _ 


en BS7,485 
___156,378,063 _ 


26,075;/01 


4,093,977 


4,902,644, 
_ 915,959,515 | 


334,587,191 4 
11,685,543 


___ 18,497,800 _ 
6,035,507 


$0,350,227 | 
5,630,080 __ 


1,407,015 
4177311 


___ 11,990,694 


ove dIS,924 
1,267,217 | 


ee B2T852. 


_ 35,619,650 _ 
3,244,827 | 


__ 21,209,774 


_. 12,087,709: 
8,839,445 
12,280,835 
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$8,924,581 | 


__ 46,406,205 _ 


46,594,117 


Aww 


99,330,052 _ 


41,475,644 


49,139,938 MN 
= 153 


Department of Defense Contract Awards by Missouri House District, F¥Y2015 to FY2019 (cont.) 
Sorted by House District 
Missouri 
House 
District 


FY2017-FY2019 
FY2015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 Average 
$87,241 513,754 2,452,860 1,593,479 6,281,869 3,442,736 





fA 
fA 


___.5:373,013._| 
11S 55307 


oeenneeeee 23,339 | 277,479 
__ 20,656,300 | 
402,333 


ene 238,665. $ 7 
2,618,778 _ _ $93,185 __ 


29,934,277 $ 43,050,586 S$ 21,881,877 S$ 21,177,340 | $28,703,201 
12,398,906 9,005,065 12,034,040 1,370,642 | $10,803,249 
148,18 926,605 _ __ 696,961 _ 637,137 | 


6997717 
S/N 


_1909,981 | 
6,017,030 |. 
_ 4,464,081 | 


1,239,798 
4,936,009 
1,785,818 1 


pieced el seas BP teat ~'g79.734 § 1103.278 $686 GS B6A130 $467 989 sO a 


se ie 100,665) $a 
25,429,949 16,816,844 17,111,925 


1,504,127 _ 
39,780 
88,175 _ 


23,652. 


note 


_ 12,573,324 $15,024,545 _ __ 19,075,232 29,327,803 $ $9,881,875 | $26,761,637 
4,550 4,526 4,186 20,190 32,865 19,080 
7,300,013,552 _$10,922,118,994 9,689,420,267 $14,963,688,228 14,382,688,751 | $13,011,932,415 


AIA 
AA A 
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METHODOLOGY, ASSUMPTIONS, AND GENERAL LIMITATIONS 
IMPLAN MODELING 


Economic impacts represent the spending and subsequent re-spending of a company, organization, industry sector, or other 
economic entity to support its operations. As a particular economic entity spends money to pay its staff, build facilities, or 
hire contractors, this spending generates more economic activity and supports additional jobs in a particular geographic study 
area. This “cycle” of spending can be quantifiable using a number of analytical resources. The economic impacts presented 
in this report were derived using IMPLAN, which is a proprietary software that utilizes classic input-output analysis with 
regional social accounting matrices (SAMs). The economic impact modeling can be customized based on types of 
expenditures and linked to 536 distinct industry sectors. Key terminology include: 


e Direct Impacts, which represent the initial spending of an economic entity (in this case, a Missouri-based military 
installation or agency or contractor). To the extent possible, direct spending was broken down by labor, non-labor, 
and capital expenditures; 


e Indirect Impacts, which represent business-to-business spending triggered by the direct impacts; 


e Induced Impacts, which represent economic activity supported by household spending, or spending of payroll for 
housing, retail needs, transportation, etc.; 


e Labor Income, which represents total income created from the three spending categories above; 


e Value Added, which represents the end value of goods or services produced, similar to gross domestic product 
(GDP) or state product (GSP); and, 


e Output, which is the total measure of economic activity, including value of goods and services throughout the 
production process, and thus, it is a more robust measure of economic activity compared to Valued Added or GDP. 


DATA SOURCES 


Department of Defense Contractors: Contract award data was obtained from USAspending.gov and Federal Procurement 
Data System (FPDS) based on awards from FY2016 through FY2018. Within IMPLAN, the industry sector for each awards 
(NAICS) was applied to the IMPLAN sector codes. In some cases, the industry sector field was blank; therefore, the total 
contract awards with blank sector fields were assumed to follow the same distribution as those with codes. Just over six 
percent of total contract awards did not have codes. Since these databases represent contract actions, in some instances, the 
award amount is negative, which indicates that a previously awarded contract was adjusted. 


OTHER NOTES AND ASSUMPTIONS 


IMPLAN sector 256 — Ammunition, except for small arms, manufacturing is suppressed for confidentiality reasons. 
Therefore, IMPLAN sector 255, small arms manufacturing was used as a proxy for these expenditures. 
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